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1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 Studies
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Section 106

National Historic Preservation Act (1966)

» Take into account the effects of the undertaking on eligible
or listed National Register properties

« Afford Advisory Council the opportunity to consult
(www.achp.gov)
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4 Step Process:

1. Initiate the process

2. ldentify historic properties
3. Assess effects of undertaking on historic properties
4

. Resolve any adverse effects
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Established that there 1s an undertaking ...

2004: Initiated the Process

Identified Consulting Parties
Identified SHPO/THPO
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2004-2006: Identified Historic Properties

Area of Potential Effects (APE) Developed In
Consultation with SHPO



2006: Identified Historic Properties:

The Scotland Hotel (055-576-56002; NR, 1993)
Blackmore Store (055-576-56001)

Clifty Church (055-324-50008)

Koontz House (105-607-45005)

Stipp-Bender Farmstead (105-115-35055)

Philip Murphy-Jonas May House (105-115-40051)
John May-Ada Wilson House (105-115-45062)
Harris Ford Bridge (105-115-35104)



2007: Assessed Effects

The Scotland Hotel: No Adverse Effect

Blackmore Store: No Adverse Effect

Clifty Church: No Adverse Effect

Koontz House: No Adverse Effect

Stipp-Bender Farmstead: No Adverse Effect

Philip Murphy-Jonas May House: No Adverse Effect
John May-Ada Wilson House: No Adverse Effect
Harris Ford Bridge: No Effect
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2009: Additional Information Study

Scope of Work:

1) Review status of properties from 2004 survey

2)  Survey recent past “Contributing properties” in the APE (those
that have come of age since 2004 survey — date extended to 1967)

3) Produce an Additional Information Historic Property Report

4)

Assess effects on any recommended eligible properties



Section 4: Additional Information St

Definition of “Contributing property’ for the recent past survey
(Developed in consultation with DHPA/SHPO):

High level of integrity (design, materials, workmanship, location,
setting, feeling, and association)
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Recommended NR-Eligible properties (Developed in consultation with
DHPA/SHPO):.

1.  Very high level of integrity (design, materials, workmanship,
location, setting, feeling, and association)

2. Signify something greater than post-war suburban development
(necessary to establish a historic and architectural context)
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Section 4: Additional Information Study

NR Criteria:

A. Assoclation with events that have made a contribution to the
broad patterns of history

B. Association with the lives of significant persons

C. Embodiment of the distinctive characteristics of a type, period,
or method of construction, or that represent the work of a
master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant or distinguishable entity whose components may
lack individual distinction

D. Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, important data



2009: Additional Information Study

Integrity issues with mid-century homes:

4635 South East Lane Maurice Head House
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2009: Additional Information Study ——

Recommended Eligible: Maurice Head House




2009: Additional Information Study

Demolished NR eligible Property John May-Ada Wilson House

2004 2009
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2009: Additional Information Study

*Demolished NR Eligible Property Philip Murphy-Jonas May
House

2004
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Section 4. Additional Information Study

Review of surveyed properties from 5%*3; f.‘:‘
2004 : Two NR Eligible Bridges,
per Indiana Historic Bridge
Inventory (Mead & Hunt)

1) Greene Co. Bridge 311 (Thacker)

2)  Monroe Co. Bridge 83 (Dillman)
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2009: Additional Information J

Changes to Alternatives since last meeting
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» 2009: Alternatives were reviewed & refined

» Maintained essentially the same alignment (horizontal
location)

“» Implemented a second set of engineering design criteria,
resulting in two roadway profiles (vertical location)

» “Initial Design Criteria” — original design approach

» “Low-Cost Design Criteria” — a more aggressive
approach
+» Re-evaluated effects based on revised Alternatives
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2009:; Additional Information

Effects Findings for Extant Historic Properties (2007)
The Scotland Hotel: No Adverse Effect

Blackmore Store: No Adverse Effect

Clifty Church: No Adverse Effect

Koontz House: No Adverse Effect

Stipp-Bender Farmstead: No Adverse Effect

Harris Ford Bridge: No Effect



2009:; Additional Information

Monroe Co. Brldge No 83: No Effect

I 6§ Alternatlves
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No Adverse Effect

Head House

Maurice




2009:; Additional Information

Maurice Head House: No Adverse Effect

Proposed I-69

Proposed I-69
Cross Section B-B
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Section 4: Archaeology 69

« Phase la survey completed for
common right-of-way for alternatives.

« Phase la for broader corridor
completed in vicinity of VIW.

« Remainder of Phase la and Ic will be
completed when final preferred
alternative identified.

« To date three previously recorded
sites and 44 unrecorded sites have
been identified; three of which are
recommended for further work.
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NEXT STEPS:

Submit Comments by December 30, 2009

Weintraut & Associates
PO Box 5034
Zionsville, Indiana 46077



